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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 3, 5, 11, 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "port performance" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

In claim 3, is "port performance" in the middle of line 2 identical to " port performance" at the 
beginning of line 2? 

In claims 5 and 1 1, "display definitions" is not clearly addressed. If the "display 
definitions" are referred to "colors corresponding to different traffic volume statuses and image 
configurations that respectively represent two duplex statuses" indicated in claim 4, applicant is 
required to amend the claim to define the meaning of "display definitions". 

Claim 14 shows "similar predefining display definitions" on line 2 which requires 
attention from applicant. Examiner will examine this claim 14 upon an explanation is made from 
applicant. 

Claims 12-15 are rejected because they depend on claim 1 1 respectively. 

Claim Rejections -55 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-13 and 15 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hamilton et al. ( US Pat. 6,975,963 B2) in view of Day( Pat. 7,168,049 B2). 

In claims 1, 2, 7, 11 and 12, Hamilton et al. discloses a port information display system ( 
see fig. 1, performance system 100) implemented in a networking infrastructure comprising an 
administrative workstation (see fig. 1; col.6, lines 50-65; network monitor 1 10) and a plurality of 
network devices ( data storage networks 160-164, wherein the data storage networks 160-164 are 
multiport routers, switches), the administrative workstation ( network monitor 110) comprising: 
a network monitoring module for obtaining information on ports of the network devices (fig. 1; 
col.7, lines 40-50; monitor 152 with a user interface GUI 156 through which a user at node 150 
view reports on display); and a plurality of port information pages (fig. 5, performance display 
510; col. 13, lines 10-25); each (performance display 510) comprising a simulative figure (fig.5; 
port performance 512) for simulating a front panel of a respective network device (creating a 
user graphical interface 156) and for displaying information on ports of the network device ( 
trace 526 indicates performance of network component), the simulative figure comprising a 
plurality of port icons (each display 510 comprises time range display 516, histogram display 
518), and for displaying traffic volume statuses (see col.8, lines 32-45; traffic values 132 relative 
to switch port). Halmiton et al. does not disclose duplex statuses for corresponding ports 
respectively with different colors and image configurations. Day discloses source and destination 
ports are displayed as icons. The display uses a variety of colors, icons to indicate attributes of 
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the ports ( see abstract). Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine the teaching of 
Hamilton et al. in view of the teaching of Day to each respective port icon with a correspondings 
color and to display current state of connections between respective source and destination ports. 

In claims 3 and 15, Hamilton et al. discloses information on ports comprises port 
performance and event information ( see fig.5, event threshold), and port performance comprises 
a working status, a transmission speed ( port bandwidth such as rate ; col.7, lines 58-64 and 
col. 8, lines 30-45) and a duplex status. 

In claims 4, 9, Hamilton et al. discloses administrative workstation further comprises a 
database for storing information on ports of the network devices( see fig. 1; col.7, lines 50-60; 
discovery mechanism 1 12 stores topology information of network devices 160-164 in a 
database), and for storing display definitions, said definitions comprising colors corresponding to 
different traffic volume statuses and colors and image configurations that respectively represent 
two duplex statuses (as disclosed by Day in claim 1, variety of colors correspondings to source 
and destination port). 

In claims 5, 10, 13, with the discussions of Hamilton et al. and Day above in claim 1, 
Hamilton et al. further discloses port information is in real time (traffic at ports is real time; see 
col.9, lines 18-25). 

In claims 6 and 8, Hamilton dicloses port speed in the display 510, but does not disclose a 
port icon displying port speed. With the teaching of port icon of Day in claim 1 above, it would 
have been obvious implement the port icon of Day into the Hamilton to indicate the speed at the 
port icon. The motivation is to display port speed at the port icon. 

Conclusion 



Application/Control Number: 10/648,119 



Page 5 



Art Unit: 2616 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Onaga ( Pat. 5,862,404); 
Miyawaki ( Pat. 6,006,045). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hanh Nguyen whose telephone number is 571 272 3092. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:30 to 4:30. The examiner can 
also be reached on alternate 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lynn Field , can be reached on 571 272 2092. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
Hanh Nguyen 
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